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REMARKS 

Claims 11 and 13 ai« amende to be in independent form. Itisbelievt d that this Amendment 
is liilly responsive to the Office Action dated April 10, 2009. 

In the Office Action, Claims 1 1-13 and 15 are indicated as being al owable, if revvritten in 
independent form. As indicated &bove» Claims 11 and 1 3 ate now in indepei dent form. Allowance 
of Claims 1 1-13 and 15 is respectfully requested. 

In the Office Action, Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 02(b) . is being anticipated by 
Ishtbashi et al. (JP 2003-1 13673). Reconsideration and removal of this p:jection is respectfully 
requested in view ol the following remarks. 

It is rcspectfiilly submitted that in JP'673 the alleged first shearing force reinforced member 
(13) does not have Ibrmed thereon a "first base end fixation member" or a "&st top end fixatioti 
membe^^ each havijig a width laigerAan a diameter ofthe alleged first wir< rod (13). Component 
(5) in FIG. 3 is a "lid" used for filling hole (12) with mortar (6) at location < x). The "lid" can then 
be removed. 

It is respectfidly submitted Aat the invention of Claim 1 0 is patentabb - distinct &om the cited 
refcrence. In view of the above remarks^ removal of this rejection is lespec tfully requested. 

In the Office Action, Claims 1, 3, 4, 20, 21 and 25 are rejected unde- 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as 

-11^ 



PA6E12/1S'RCVDAT7/S/20091:10:29PM [Eastern Daylight Tim 



07/08/2008 13:0'l FAX 4128818570 



KRATZ QUINTOS HANSON LLP ■> PTO 



121013/015 



U.S. Patent Application Serial No. 107588^99 
Response to OA dated April 10, 2009 

being anticipated by Osaka (JP 2007-238690). Reconsideration and remc'val of this rejection is 
respectfully requestiSd in view of the following remarks. 

It is respectf ully submitted that the present invention is distinct froi i the device of JP '690 
in at least two respects. Firstly, the present wire rod is disclosed as being sol id, and the alleged wire 
rod is hollow. Secondly, in the present invention the base end width broaden ing part of the insertion 
ho le and the base end fixation member of the wire rod are located at a base ej id of the msertion hole. 
In JP '690, a base end vsddth bn^adening part or base end fixation membir are not found in die 
existing remforced cjoncretc structure (a). The alleged base end width broad jningpart and base end 
fixation member are found in a mortar layer (b). In view of the above re narks, removal of this 
rejection is respectfully requested. 

In the OfiBoe Action, Claims 2, 5, 22-24 are rejected under 35 O S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Osaka in view of Tuska (U.S. Patent No. 3,599,379). Reconsideration and 
removal of this rejection is respectfully requested in view of the following remarks. 

Claims 2 and 5 depend from Claim 1, and Claims 22-24 depend firom Claim 20, which are 
discussed above. Id view of the above remarks, removal of this rejection is respectfiiUy requested 

In the Offic« Action, Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.3.C. §l03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Osaka in view of Rossi (U.S. PatentNo. 6,860,935). Recoi ^ideration and removal 
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of this lejection is rcspectfiilly requested in view of the following remarks. 

Claims 6 and 7 depend from Claim 1, which is discussed above. In view of the above 
remarks, removal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 

In the Office Action, Claims 17 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §l03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ishibashi et al, (JP 2003-113673) in view of Andraet .it al, (U.S. Patent No. 
5,867,960). Recoasideration and removal of this rejection is respectfully t^iquested in view of Ae 
following remarks. 

Claims 17 and 26 depend from Claim 10, which is discussed above. In view of the above 
remarks, removal oi'this rejection is respectfully requested. 

In view of the above remarks. Claims 1-7, 10-13, 15, 17 and 20 -26 are believed to be 
palentable and in condition for allowance^ which action, at an early date, is requested. 

If, for any reason, it is felt that this applicatian is not now in condi don for allowance, the 
Examiner is requested to contact the Applicant's undersigned attorney at the telephone number 
indicated below to arrange for an interview to expedite the disposition of tl is case. 
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In Hk event that this p^er is not timely filed, die Applicant respectfully petitions for an 
appropriate extension of time. Please charge any fees for such an extension of time and any other 
fees which may be due with reside* to this p^»er, to Deposit Account No. 31-2340. 

Respectfully submitted, 
KRATZ, QUIMTOS & HANSON, LLP 

^B^.^,^ y{./f 



JNB/ak 

Atty. Docket No. 060563 
Suite 400 

1420 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
(202) 659-2930 




is N. Baker 
AgeiLt for Applicant 
Reg. No. 40,899 



23850 
PATENT & TRADJ iMARK OFFICE 



-14- 



PA6E1»1S'RCVDAT7I9I20091:10:29PM [Eastern Dayfl9htTiine]*SVR:USPT0{FX^ 



